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THE COMPTROLLER OENERAL
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 208548

FILE: B-214011.2 DATE: July 10, 1984

MATTER QF: TRS Design & Consulting Services=--
Reconsideration

' DIGEST:

1, Protest basis not raised in protester's
initial submission must independently satisfy
the timeliness requirements of our Bid Pro-
test Procedures. Where protester supplements
its original timely protest with a new ground
of protest more than 10 working days after
the basis for it should have been known, the
new ground {8 untimely and will not be
considered on the merits..

2. Prior decision 1is affirmed on reconsideration
where protester has not shown any error of
law or fact which would warrant reversal of
that decision.

TRS Design & Consulting Services (TRS), on behalf of
Rick J. Lewis, requests that we recousider our decision in
the matter of TRS Design & Consulting Services, B-214011,
May 29, 1984, 84-1 C.P.D. ¥ 578, 1In that decision, we dis-
missed as untimely one of TRS's arguments--the alleged
improper agency aumendment of a solicitation delivery date
requirement (January 1, 1984), without issuing a formal
amendment. We found that this issue was not protested until
the protester's March 21, 1984, response to the agency
report more than 10 working days after the date of when the
basis was known or should have been known, January 2, 1984,
See 4 C,F.R. § 21,2(b)(2) (1983); Tracor Marine, Inc.,
B-207285, June 6, 1983, 83-1 C.P.D. Y 604.

In its request for reconsideration, TRS asserts that
this issue was timely raised, as a part of 1its broader
initial protest dated January 2, 1984. We disagree. We do
not view an alleged failure to issue a formal amendment
relating to delivery date as being covered under TRS's
initial protest relating to the alleged lack of meaningful
negotiations or the alleged impropriety of the evaluation of
offers.
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Our Bid Protest Procedures do not contemplate piecemeal
presentation or development of protests. See Transiac
Corporation, B-210168, May 23, 1983, 83-1 C.P.D. ¥ 554.
Accordingly, this protest issue, raised over 2 months after
the initial protest was filed and the date the basis of
protest should have been known, was properly dismissed as
being untimely filed. 4 C.F.R. § 21.2(b)(2) (1983),

Since TRS has not shown any error of fact or law in our
initial decision, it is affirmed.
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